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STATE OF CALIFORNIA _ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

N00217.003030
HUNTERS POINT
sslc No. 5090.3

DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES CONTROL
REGION 2

-O HEINZ AVE., SUITE 2OO

-ERKELEY. cA 947 10-2737

( 5 L o )  5 4 0 - 3 7 2 4

July  5,  L994

Mr. Ri-chard Powe11
I4ai1 Code O9ER1
Western Division
Naval Facil- i t j -es Engj-neering Command
900 Commodore Way, Building 1-01
San  Bruno ,  Ca l i f o rn i -a  94A66-0720

Dear Mr.  Powe1l :

HUNTERS POINT ANNEX FINAIT SITE ASSESSUENT REPORT' POTENTIAIJLy
CONTAIIINATED SITES PARCELS B, et D, AND E

After reviewing the above report and inspecting the
instal lat ion, the California Environmental Protection Agency
(Ca1/EPA) are forwarding the fol lowing comments for your
considerat ion:

1-. Page L, i t  is not clear why the site assessment
investigation has focused on only the last 10 years. I t  is
possible that there are addit j-onal buildings/areas that were
not investigated as part of the site assessrnent. I t  is
helpful to have a l ist of aI1 buildings that were not
inc luded in  the s i te  assessment .  The Ca1/EPA wi l l  request
addi t ional  invest igat ion of  these fac i l i t ies i f  reasons
d ic ta te .

2.  Page 15,  I t  is  not  c lear  i f  a l l  the current  occupied
buildings have been part of the site assessment
investigation. The occupied buiJ.dings suspected of
releases must be assessed for any contamination. For
example, the engine house in Parcel E should be investigated
for  poss ib le  re leases of  hazardous wastes in to the
environment. There are visible stains in the yard that
appear attr ibutable to engine house related activit ies.

3. Plate 2 does not show the southern border of the
insta l l -a t ion.  Ef for ts  must  be made to complete the maps.

4. The criteria for undertaking an exploratory excavation (EE)
need to be defined. The text does not provide any
information as to why some stained areas of soi ls are
recommended for an EE while others are not.
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In the southern port ion of Parcel E is a debris pi le.
During the site inspection, the Ca1/EPA requested addit ional
information regiarding this pi le. I t  was unclear i f  this
pi le has ever been investigated for radioactivity or any
other contamination.

The scope of work for FUDS was not available in the above
report. The cal/EPA commented on the Parcel E draft SI
report with regards to the FUDS. ALthough the Narry has
agreed to investigate the sites as part of the RI
investigation, Do workplan for Rr activit ies has been
subrnitted. A workplan for these sites must be submitted to
the ca1/EPA for  rev iew.

Should you have any questions regarding this letter and
would l ike to  se.ek c lar i f icat ion,  p lease caI I  me at
( 5 1 0 )  s 4 O - 3 8 2 L .

Mr. Richard Powell
Ju ly  5,  L994
Page Two

c c :

/./r^q
cvv(= srrau/ari
Project Manager
of f ice of  Mi l i tary  fac i l i t ies

US EPA
Region IX
At tn:  Ms.  A lydda Manglesdor f
MaiI Code H-9-2
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco,  Cal i forn j -a  941-05

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Attn: Mr. Ri-chard Hi-ett
2 IOL Webster  St reet ,  Sui te  500
Oakland,  Cal i forn ia 9461,2

City and County of San Francisco
Departrnent of Public Health
Attn: Ms. Amy Brownell
101-  Grove Street ,  Room 207
San  F ranc i sco ,  Ca l i f o rn ia  94LO2

Sincere ly ,

efellars


